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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
On line 8 of claim 1 , "delvers" should change to "delivers". Appropriate correction 
is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 4-15, 18-28, 31-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Chesnais (US 2002/0078704) in view of Eichstaedt (US 

2005/0027742). 

As to claim 1, Chesnais teaches a system for notifying a user of an event 
comprising: 

an alert engine module that receives an alert in a Simple Mail Transfer Protocol 
(SMTP) indicative of a notification for an event corresponding to a stored message on a 
server and 

transforms the alert from the Simple Mail Transfer Protocol (SMTP) into a 
communications format that is preferred by a user and delivers the alert to a target 
address preferred by a user. 
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Chesnais fails to teach transform the alert only one time into the communication 
format. Eichstaedt teaches transform the alert only one time into the communication 
format (figure 1, 3 and paragraph 0034, 0072). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the 
teaching of Eichstaedt into the system of Chesnais in order to convert the formatting of 
alert message to corresponding to the media type of the alternative message address 
as Eichstaedt suggested on paragraph 0072). 

As to claim 4, Chesnais teaches a system according to Claim 1 , wherein said 
alert engine module is operative to transform the alert based on a header and/or 
format of a target address (paragraph 0013). 

As to claim 5, Chesnais teaches a system according to Claim 1 , wherein said 
alert engine module is operative to deliver the alert to an appropriate gateway for the 
communications format (paragraph 0256). 

As to claim 6, Chesnais teaches a system according to Claim 1 , wherein said 
target address comprises a mobile device (figure 3, 220g). 

As to claim 7, Chesnais teaches a system according to Claim 6, wherein said 
alert engine module is operative for transforming the alert based on the type of 
mobile device (figure 3, 220a-220g). 

As to claim 8, Chesnais teaches a system according to Claim 1 , wherein said 
communications format comprises a Short Messaging Service (SMS) message 
(paragraph 0031). 
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As to claim 9, Chesnais teaches a system according to Claim 1, wherein said 
SMS message comprises a default message for an alert (paragraph 0043). 

As to claim 10, Chesnais teaches a system according to Claim 1, wherein said 
communications format comprises a Wireless Application Protocol (WAP) message 
(paragraph 0043). 

As to claim 11, Chesnais teaches a system according to Claim 1, wherein said 
communications format comprises an email message (paragraph 0038). 

As to claim 12, Chesnais teaches a system system according to Claim 1, 
wherein said communications format comprises an Over-the-Air (OTA) message 
(paragraph 0038). 

As to claim 13, Chesnais teaches a system according to Claim 1 , wherein said 
communications format comprises a Pocketpc (PPC) message (paragraph 0038). 

As to claim 14, Chesnais teaches a system system for notifying a user of an 
event by an alert (figure 5) comprising: 

an input queue (234) that receives and- queue a plurality of alerts indicative of a 
notification for an event (40 and paragraph 0033, 0248) corresponding to a stored 
message on a server (1 1 0); and 

an alert engine module (250) that pulls the alerts received in a Simple Mail 
Transfer Protocol (SMTP) and indicative of notifications for events corresponding to 
stored messages on at least one server; and 

an alert engine module that pulls the alerts from the input queue and transforms 
each alert from the Simple Mail Transfer Protocol (SMTP) into a communications format 
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that is preferred by a user based on alert content and delivers each alert for a 
respective event to a target address in the communications format preferred by a user. 

Chesnais fails to teach transform the alert only one time into the communication 
format. Eichstaedt teaches transform the alert only one time into the communication 
format (figure 1 , 3 and paragraph 0034, 0072). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the 
teaching of Eichstaedt into the system of Chesnais in order to convert the formatting of 
alert message to corresponding to the media type of the alternative message address 
as Eichstaedt suggested on paragraph 0072). 

As to claim 15, Chesnais teaches a system according to Claim 14, and further 

comprising an output queue (paragraph 0192, 292) for queuing alerts for delivery in 

a preferred format. 

As to claim 18, Chesnais teaches a system according to Claim 14, wherein said 
alert engine module is operative to transform the alert based on a header and/or 
format of a target address (paragraph 0013). 

As to claim 19, Chesnais teaches a system according to Claim 14 system 
according to Claim 14, wherein said alert engine module is operative to deliver the 
alert to an appropriate gateway for the communications format (paragraph 0256). 

As to claim 20, Chesnais teaches a system according to Claim 14, wherein said 
target address comprises a mobile device (figure 3, 220). 
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As to claim 21, Chesnais teaches a system according to Claim 14, system 
according to Claim 14, wherein said alert engine is operative for transforming the 
received alert based on the type of mobile device (figure 3, 220a-220g). 

As to claim 22, Chesnais teaches a system according to Claim 14, wherein said 
communications format comprises a Short Messaging Service (SMS) message 
(paragraph 0031). 

As to claim 23, Chesnais teaches a system according to Claim 22, wherein said 
SMS message is a default message (paragraph 0043). 

As to claim 24, Chesnais teaches a system according to Claim 14, wherein said 
communications format comprises a Wireless Application Protocol (WAP) message 
(paragraph 0043). 

As to claim 25, Chesnais teaches a system according to Claim 14, wherein said 
communications format comprises an email message (paragraph 0038). 

As to claim 26, Chesnais teaches a system according to Claim 14, wherein said 
communications format comprises an Over-the-air (OTA) message (paragraph 
0038). 

As to claim 27, Chesnais teaches a system according to Claim 14, wherein said 
communications format comprises a Pocketpc (PPC) message (paragraph 0043). 

As to claim 28, Chesnais teaches a method of notifying a user of an event 
comprising the steps of: 
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receiving an alert in a simple mail transfer protocol (SMTP) within an alert engine 
module that is indicative of a notification for an event corresponding to a stored 
message on a server (paragraph 0033, 0248); and 

transforming the alert from the Simple Mail Transfer Protocol (SMTP) into a 
communications format that is preferred by a user and delivering the alert from the 
alert engine module to a target address in the 
communications format that is preferred by a user. 

Chesnais fails to teach transform the alert only one time into the communication 
format. Eichstaedt teaches transform the alert only one time into the communication 
format (figure 1 , 3 and paragraph 0034, 0072). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the 
teaching of Eichstaedt into the system of Chesnais in order to convert the formatting of 
alert message to corresponding to the media type of the alternative message address 
as Eichstaedt suggested on paragraph 0072). 

As to claim 29, Chesnais teaches a method according to Claim 28, wherein the 
step of receiving an alert comprises the step of receiving an email (paragraph 0038). 

As to claim 30, Chesnais teaches a method according to Claim 29, wherein the 
email comprises a Simple Mail Transport Protocol (SMTP) message (paragraph 
0091). 

As to claim 31, Chesnais teaches a method according to Claim 28, and further 
comprising the step of transforming the alert based on a header and/or format of the 
target address (paragraph 001 3). 
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As to claim 32, Chesnais teaches a method according to Claim 28, and further 
comprising the step of delivering the alert to an appropriate gateway for the 
communications format (paragraph 0256). 

As to claim 33, Chesnais teaches a method according to Claim 28 and further 
the step of delivering the alert to a mobile comprising device (figure 3, 220). 

As to claim 34, Chesnais teaches a method according to Claim 33, and further 
comprising the step of delivering the alert in a communications format based on the 
type of mobile device (figure 3, 220a-220g). 

As to claim 35, Chesnais teaches a method according to Claim 33, wherein said 
communications format comprises a Short Messaging Service (SMS) message 
(paragraph 0031). 

As to claim 36, Chesnais teaches a method according to Claim 35, where said 
SMS message is a default message (paragraph 0043). 

As to claim 37, Chesnais teaches a method according to Claim 28, wherein said 
communications format comprises a Wireless Application Protocol (WAP) message 
(paragraph 0043). 

As to claim 38, Chesnais teaches a method according to Claim 28, wherein said 
communications format comprises an email message (paragraph 0038). 

As to claim 39, Chesnais teaches a method according to Claim 28, wherein said 
communications format comprises an Over-the-Air (OTA) message (paragraph 
0038). 



Application/Control Number: 10/780,423 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2683 

As to claim 40, Chesnais teaches a computer-readable medium comprising an 
alert engine module that receives an alert in a simple mail transfer protocol indicative 
of a notification for an event corresponding to a 
stored message on a server (paragraph 0033 and 0248) and transform the alert from 
the simple mail transfer protocol into a communication format that is referred by the user 
and delivers the alert to a target address in a communications format that is preferred 
by a user (paragraph 0091 and 0192). 

Chesnais fails to teach transform the alert only one time into the communication 
format. Eichstaedt teaches transform the alert only one time into the communication 
format (figure 1 , 3 and paragraph 0034, 0072). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the 
teaching of Eichstaedt into the system of Chesnais in order to convert the formatting of 
alert message to corresponding to the media type of the alternative message address 
as Eichstaedt suggested on paragraph 0072). 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

A. Falk et al (US 2005/001 0454) teaches system and process for electronic 
subrogation, inter-organization workflow management, inter-organization transaction 
processing and optimized web-base user interaction. 

B. . Stark et al (US 2003/0233420) teaches method and system for content diven 
electronic messaging. 



Application/Control Number: 10/780,423 



Page 10 



Art Unit: 2683 

C. Malik et al (US 2005/0097473) teaches redirection of user-initiated distinctive 
presence alert messages. 

D. Fenton et al (US 2003/01293967) teaches method, apparatus and system for 
processing multimedia messages. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANH C. LE whose telephone number is 571-272-7868. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00AM-5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, WILLIAM TROST can be reached on 571-272-7872. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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